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Poetry. 

GALLING THE ANGELS IN. 

We mean to do it; some day, some day, 
We mean to slacken this fevered rush 

That is wearing our very souls away, 
And grant to our goaded hearts a hush 

That is holy enough to let them hear, 
The footsteps of angels drawing near. 

We mean to do it; O never doubt, 
When the burden of daytime toil is o'er, 

We'll sit and muse while the stars come out, 
As patriarch sat at the open door 

Of his tent, with a heavenly gazing eye. 
To watch for the angels passing by. 

We've seen them afar at high noontide 
When fiercely the world's hot flashipgs beat ; 

Yet never have bidden them turn aside 
And tarry awhile in converse sweet; 

Nor prayed them to hallow the cheer we spread, 
To drink of our wine and break our bread. 

We. promised our hearts that, when the stress 
Of life work reaches the longed-for close, 

When the weight that we groan with hinders less, 
We'll loosen our thoughts to such repose 

As banishes care's distracting din, 
And then—we will call the angels in. 

The day we dreamed of comes at length, 
When, tired of every mocking guest, 

And broken in spirit and shorn of strength, 
We drop, indeed, at the door of rest ; 

And wait, and watch, as-the days wane on— 
But the angels we meant to call are gone ! 

—Margaret J. Preston. 

Contributions. 

OPEN VS. CLOSE COMMUNION. 

J.  C.  CASSEL. 

In EVANGELIST NO. 23, there is an arti- 
cle by brother G. B. Replogle in which 
he strongly contends for "close com- 
munion." In the same issue brother J, 
H. Palmer reports a communion service 
where members of other churches com- 
muned and says, "but so long as every 
man has the privilege to examine himself, 
so long will the Christian fellowship be 
extended." If the views advanced by 
Brother Replogle are representative of 
any considerable part of our church there 
must be a wide difference between the 
sentiments of some and the practices of 
others among us. Having no ecclesias- 
tical tribunal to settle such questions the 
solution of them must depend upon the 
slow process of evolution. Having al- 
ready progressed from uniformly close 
communion to more liberal practices in 
some localities, it is not difficult to fore- 
see what the final result will be. 

With a view of hastening the day when 
we may all see alike I will contribute my 
mite by way of a friendly criticism of 
Brother Replogle's article. 

My contention is that we can extend 
communion  privileges  without   violating 

any specific command in scripture, or the 
general tenor of the scriptures as a whole ; 
the Master himself was very explicit in 
every thing that might endanger the safe- 
ty of His people, or His church ; in look- 
ing down over the centuries to come He 
foresaw all the innovations of these later 
days, and predicted the effect they would 
have upon the church, and yet we have 
no other safeguard thrown around the 
communion table than "let a man exam- 
ine himself." 

Brother Replogle bases the proper qual- 
ification of the would-be communicant 
upon the moile of the initiatory rite into 
the church ; I have yet ^to learn that sal- 
vation depends upon an outward rite, 
whatever be its form or mode ; the Sav- 
iour has left upon record an outward rite 
to express an inward fact, if the inward 
fact does not exist the outward rite is a 
mere dead letter. This has proven itself 
true among us as a church times without 
number, even though we have the God- 
ordained mode of baptism ; the initiatory 
rite is therefore not a safe criterion by 
which 'o accept or reject communicants. 
Baptism is nowhere (except in the creeds 
of men) made a condition of salvation, 
if it were, salvation would be a sure re- 
sult of baptism. Yet it is not, as the 
world is full of scoundrels that have been 
baptized, and who believe they are 
saved. Very often the case of Naaman 
is brought to bear upon this point. But 
in his case dipping seven times in the 
Jordan was the condition of his healing; 
compare with this the condition Phillip 
laid down to the Eunich, "If thou be- 
lievest with all thine heart thou mayest," 
then add Paul's Epistle to tjie Romans on 
justification by faith, then as a capstone 
put on Mark 16 : 16, "but he that believ- 
eth not shall be damned." By this time 
you may possibly be able to shift the con- 
dition of salvation from baptism to faith ; 
and that which is a condition of salva- 
tion, should be the only condition for ad- 
mittance to the communion table. 

Paul in Romans 2 : 28, 29, puts this 
whole question in a nutshell when he says, 
"For he is not a Jew, which is one out- 
wardly : neither is that circumcision which 
is outward in the flesh, but he is a Jew, 
which is one inwardly, and circumcision 
is that of the heart, in the spirit, and not 
the letter, whose praise is not of men, but 
of God. Just so he is not a Christian, 
which is orre outwardly, neither is that 
baptism which is the outward washing of 
the body. But he is a Christian which is 
one inwardly, and that is baptism which 
is the inward cleansing of the heart, in 
the spirit, and not the letter, whose praise 
is not of men, but of God. 

We have a few instances in scripture 
that prove that there may be salvation 
without baptism and damnation with it. 
The thief on the cross was no doubt 
saved, and so was Cornelius, when his 
prayers and alms ascended to heaven be- 
fore he was baptized. Judas, Ananias, 
Sapphira, Hymeneus and Alexander were 
no doubt duly baptized but no one be- 
lieves they were saved ; and the Master 
even communed with-Judas when he knew 
he was a traitor. It may be claimed that 
these were exceptional cases. Even if 
they were "God is unchangable," and 
"Jesus Christ is the same yesterday, to 
day and forever." And when He sees fit, 
to make exceptions He will continue to do 
so. So there is no use in our drawing the 
line where the Master left it open. 

Faith is unquestionably the condition 
of our salvation and of every other bless- 
ing we want to enjoy at the Saviour's 
hands. And as the quality, or quantity 
of faith in others is an unknowable por- 
tion to us, Paul very wisely said, "Let a 
man examine himself." I do however, 
not contend that we cannot under any 
circumstances refuse communion privi- 
leges. When Paul advised his brethren 
not to eat with coveters, fornicators, idol- 
aters, railers, drunkards, and extortion- 
ers, he possibly referred to the Lord's Slip- 
per or communion. Whether he did or 
not, we would be justified in refusing to 
eat a sacred meal with such. But the 
mode of baptism is not made a factor in 
these cases. 

Baptism is a very prominent feature in 
the work of salvation, but not out of all 
proportion to everything else. In the 
same verse we find the command to "bap- 
tize them in the name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost," we 
also find the command to "teach all na- 
tions," and until we have taught all peo- 
ple and nations that mode of baptism 
which we think essential to salvation, we 
had better suspend our judgment,and man- 
ifest great charity and forbearance towards 
such as have not been properly taught, 
or not taught at all. If any are lost be- 
cause they have not received trine immer- 
sion their blood will be largely on our 
hands as it is a notable fact that trine 
immersion churches in proportion to their 
wealth and numbers are less aggressive in 
the evangelization of the world than any 
other denominations. 

Among us are many that are at ease in 
Zion, sluggish, stingy, and indifferent, 
among other denominations are many who 
spend day and night, life and substance, 
in the service of the Master. Which of 
these two classes is the fitter to come 
to the Lord's table? To make this pict- 
ure more vivid let me make a somewhat 


